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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Allen Ray Johnson appeals from the district court's order denying
relief on his habeas corpus petition filed under 28 U.S.C. § 2241
(1988). This court has granted Appellee's motion to submit the case
on the briefs. Finding no reversible error, we affirm.

Johnson received a twelve-year federal sentence for theft from an
interstate shipment. After serving four years in prison, the United
States Parole Commission ("Commission") paroled Johnson. But
when Johnson violated his parole, the Commission issued a warrant
charging him with two parole violations--leaving the district of
supervision without permission and violating the Racketeer Influ-
enced and Corrupt Organizations Act ("RICO"), for which he
received an eleven-year federal sentence. The Commission lodged the
parole warrant as a detainer against Johnson.

The Commission then conducted a hearing on March 12, 1986,
after which it revoked Johnson's parole, gave him no credit for the
time spent on parole, and ordered him to serve the unexpired portion
of his original federal sentence after he served the eleven-year sen-
tence for the RICO violation. Johnson completed the RICO sentence
on June 5, 1994, and the parole warrant was executed.

Johnson filed his § 2241 petition, claiming that the Commission
executed the parole warrant on March 12, 1986, the date on which the
Commission conducted its hearing. Based on a March 12 warrant exe-
cution date, Johnson asserted that he had served his entire prison term
because the remainder of his original federal sentence ran concur-
rently with the RICO sentence. The district court rejected Johnson's
claim, and this appeal followed.

Contrary to Johnson's assertion, the Commission did not execute
the parole warrant on March 12, 1986. The Commission is authorized
to conduct a combined hearing to address the parole revocation and
the initial hearing on the new federal sentence before the execution
of the warrant. See 28 C.F.R. § 2.47(b)(i) (1995). At the end of the
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hearing, the Commission specifically ordered the unexpired portion of
Johnson's original federal sentence to commence upon completion of
the new sentence on the RICO violation. See Moody v. Daggett, 429
U.S. 78 (1976); 28 C.F.R. § 2.47(e)(2) (1995). Johnson completed
service on the RICO sentence on June 5, 1994, and the warrant was
executed at that time. Johnson is therefore properly serving the
remainder of his original federal sentence. Because we find that the
district court properly denied relief on Johnson's claim, we affirm.

AFFIRMED
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